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Significance of the Study
Everyday persons from diverse professions work
together to improve the conditions of humanity, individual¬
ly and jointly. They are continually exchanging ideas,
values and methods. Among these professions are social
workers and lawyers. How do social workers and lawyers
perceive each other's profession and what are their at¬
titudes toward each other? This question is a sound one
and deserves exploration. However, for the purpose of
this study, the writer will limit her discussion to the
lawyer's perception of the social work profession and the
social worker's role. Many attorneys still see the social
worker as a female who is a middle-aged moralistic "do-
gooder," devoid of a sense of humor. But because law and
social work are beginning to join their efforts in render¬
ing service to clients and are partners in problem-solving
in many societal institutions, a look at the social worker




Review of the Literature
There is growing awareness of the necessity for
building intelligent collaboration between the legal and
social work professions. Often the social worker and
legal agents in the community are called upon to work to¬
gether, particularly in some court proceedings.2 However,
as cooperation increases among probation officers and
juvenile court judges, hostility often continues to creep
in as a result of antagonism nutured by conflicting views
of the legalistic meaning of social security, civil rights
legislation et al.^
In the past, the poor did not respect the lawyer
and saw him mainly as a slickster, a heartless creature
concerned only with having his fee paid in full before
completing his services. However, the recent Legal Services
Delores M. Schmidt, "The Protective Service Case¬
worker: How Does He Survive Job Pressure?" Child Welfare,
XXXXII (Deceinber, 1963), 119.
2
Robert W. Hasen and Sidney J. Goldberg, "Case¬
work in a Family Court," Social Casework, XXXXVIII
(July, 1967), 416.
3
Edwin M.Lemert, "Juvenile Justice - Quest and
Reality," Trans-action IV (July/August, p, 33,
3
Programs^ have served to change this image. The programs'
accomplishments on behalf of the poor, the successful work
which they are doing to transform attitudes toward the law
and erase traditional hostilities, justify the programs'
2
place in present society. These Legal Services Programs
make the law itself a viable instrument of social justice.^
Social workers also are becoming knowledgeable about
available legal services and are endeavoring to work closer
with these programs than in the past. In some family
courts, the social worker is a part of a team that includes
the court - judge and other personnel - and the attorney.
The social worker acts in the public interest to protect
the rights of the client.^ Since the Gault Decision in
May, 1967, the Supreme Court has assured the presence of
defense lawyers for juveniles.^ One problem that has
Office of Economic Opportunity Legal Services
Program is federally funded. It furthers the cause of
Justice among persons living in poverty by mobilizing
the assistance of lawyers and legal institutions and by
providing legal advice, legal representation, counseling,
education and other appropriate services. U. S. Office
of Economic Opportunity, Law In Action, II, No. 10
(Washington, D. C.: Executive Office of the President,
1968), p. 6.
^Ibid., II, No. 11, p. 3.
^Ibid., p. 7.
^Housen and Goldberg, op. cit., 147.
^Lemert, op. cit.. p. 39.
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emerged since this decision is that private attorneys tend
to lack knowledge of procedures of the more informal at¬
mosphere of Juvenile and Family Courts. Often this is a
disadvantage for the client.^ However, if the social worker
could provide basic information regarding acceptable pro¬
cedures to the attorneys, the client, hopefully might re¬
ceive better service. When a client presents a problem
that calls for social as well as legal counseling, inter¬
professional cooperation not only is the most sensible and
practical course, but it offers the best guarantee of the
attainment of a successful settlement in behalf of the
O
client.'^ This, of course, should hold true in principle
for all professions working together within prescribed
areas of cooperation, i.e., doctors and nurses, secretaries
and businessmen, for example. Nevertheless, the specific
concern here is: What does the attorney think about the
social worker and the latter's role in society? Will the
attorney's attitude, if negative and misguided, adversely
affect his relationship with the client and the court, thus
reducing the effectiveness of his intercessions? Do at¬
torneys view social work as a recognized profession?
^Ibid.
^Report of the Committee on Lawyer-Family Agency
Co-operation,The Lawyer and the Social Worker, (Family
Service Organization of America, 1960), p. 9.
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Unless the attorney understands his own special role in
these new relationships including the social worker then,
basic cooperation between him and the social worker will
be haphazard and unproductive.^ This view is emphasized
in William Goode's*^ definition of a profession. It is
likened to that of a community. Goode believes that as a
profession grows, it begins to take on the traits of a com¬
munity. It exists within and is dependent upon a larger
society. Therefore, there must develop an understanding of
the emerging profession by this larger society, in this
instance the attorneys, in order for them to relate posi¬
tively to it. There cannot be mutual respect for something
that is not understood.
Some lawyers, those who understand and interpret
the social work profession positively, as well as those
who are negative in their attitudes toward it, are skepti¬
cal about the social worker's skill and often question the
social worker's right to perform certain duties.^ There
^Ibid.
2
William J. Goode, "Community Within a Community:
The Professions," American Sociological Review, XXII
(April, 1957), 194-199.
3
Sanford N. Katz, "The Lawyer and The Caseworker:
Some Observations," Social Casework, XXXXII (January, 1961),
28.
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may be a sound basis for this viewpoint. In general,
lawyers are unaware of the arduous program a social worker
must complete before he or she is awarded a professional
degree.^ The lack of knowledge in itself might create
a "tread lightly" policy when associating with social
workers and result in the depreciation of their efforts
however creative they may be. Many lawyers also are un¬
aware of differences between professional social workers
and untrained ones. On the basis of past contacts with
the "welfare" office, for instance, lawyers may have
formulated the impression that their contacts were with
professional social workers rather than witn non-pro¬
fessional workers. By and large, it seems fair to say
that workers employed in public assistance and are not
professionally trained often come closer to the image of
social workers traditionally held by the community and
many attorneys than do professionally trained psychiatric,
2
medical or family social workers. Usually, the picture
of the social worker is determined by a person's tra¬
ditional information, which in turn is likely to be colored
^Ibid., 32.
2
Otto Pollack, "Image of the Social Worker in the
Community and the Profession," Social Casework, XXXXII
(April, 1961), 108.
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by his own need to believe or to scorn than by his actual
contact with the profession.^
There is evidence that some lawyers misunderstand
the goals of the social worker, and more importantly the
role the social worker plays. Generally, one's profession
will dictate the role played. Social work is often defined
in terms of three basic functions: 1) restoration of im¬
paired capacity; 2) provision of individual and social
resources; and 3) prevention of social dysfunctioning.^
The lawyer, whose role is similar, represents the community;
he often represents people who are antisocial in addition
to those who have not committed crimes while the social
worker labors to prevent social dysfunctioning in indi¬
viduals. It is clear then that members of both professions
are concerned intimately with the lives and problems of
3
members of the community.
The social worker may have many misconceptions of
^Ibid., p. 107.
2
Werner W. Boehm, "Objectives of the Social Work
Curriculum of the Future," Social Work Curriculum Study,
I (Council on Social Work Education, New York), p. 54.
3
Jacob T. Zukerman, "Law and Social Work Welfare -
Introductory Remarks," Jewish Social Service Quarterly,
X5CV (September, 1948), 44.
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the lawyer's role and may view the law as a body of in¬
flexible and restrictive rules.^ He is largely unaware
of the emerging social role of the lawyer as a representa¬
tive of the law who helps to influence the client's be-
havior in conformity with the law. Also few social
workers see the lawyer as a counselor within a context in
which diverse interpersonal roles for the lawyer with his
client are permissable.^ In order to assume such diverse
interpersonal roles, it is necessary that the lawyer know
his client as well as he knows the law.^ In some instances,
the lawyer needs to be reminded that he must, at all times,
take into account the general character of the specific
individual he is advising in law.^ Most lawyers believe
they do not need any education in human relations.
^John S. Bradway, Law and Social Work (Chicago:
The University of Chicago Press, 1929), p. 21.
2
Talcott Parsons, "A Sociologist Looks at the
Legal Profession," Essays in Sociological Theory (Glencoe,
Illinois: Free Press, 1954), pp, 372-382.
3
Homer W. Sloane, "Relationship of Law and Social
Work," Social Work, XII (January, 1967), 88,
4
Harriet F. Pilpel, "The Job Lawyers Shirk," Harpers,
CCXXII, Citing Stanley Gardner's Speech at American Bar
Association Convention, 1960. (January, 1960), p. 29.
^Ibid.
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"Experience," they will assure you, "is the best and only
1
teacher."
Lawyers are sometimes burdened with the weight of
stereotyped attitudes toward their profession the same as
toward the social work profession. However, as the legal
profession changes, develops, and takes on a more social
service legal image, the attitudes of many will reflect
such changes. President Lyndon B. Johnson has aptly stated
this in these words: "There is no association which, I
believe, has become or is becoming more socially conscious
and more understanding of their obligations than the mem-
2
bers of the bar." Social work, along with other pro¬
fessions, can develop a climate in which fruitful altera-
tions in policy and program are possible. As social workers
and lawyers work together, social workers must understand
the limitations of the law as well as the possibilities
which the law provides for meeting a particular situation.
^Ibid.
2
U. S. Office of Economic Opportunity, Law in Action,
Citing President Lyndon B. Johnson at the Lawyers Con¬
ference on Crime Control, Mayflower Hotel, Washington, D. C.:
May 13, 1967, pp. 1-11.
3
George A. Brager, "Institutional Change: Peri¬
meters of the Possible," Social Work, XII (January, 1967),
60.
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The social worker and the lawyer must reason together in
mutual understanding and mutual respect, for this is the
prerec[uisite of effective communication and working to¬
gether for the mutual benefit of their clients. The at¬
torneys should have an appreciation of what the social
worker is trying to accomplish with a given client. Each
profession should be cognizant of the accepted philosophy
and effective techniques of the other's profession.^
Statement of the Problem
Emerging in the field of applied social science
is factual evidence to the effect that lawyers and social
workers are increasingly supporting a common set of values.
As representatives of helping professions they are think¬
ing of themselves principally in the role of community
or individual agents serving the interests of their clients.
Although, at times, they share this common objec¬
tive, very often the rigidity of their professional train¬
ing and experiences tend to cause them to develop con¬
flicting hostilities toward each other's profession. Thus
there also develops a lack of understanding which neces¬





For the purpose of this study, the writer is
interested in analyzing this type of professional behavior
based on the lawyer's reactions to the social work
profession.
Hypotheses
(1) Lawyers with firsthand knowledge of social
work are more likely to classify social work as a. pro¬
fession and social workers as professionals than are lawyers
without such firsthand knowledge.
(2) Lawyers who consider social work a profession
are more likely to regard the social worker as effectual
than are lawyers who do not consider social work as a
profession.
(3) Lawyers who are knowledgeable about the post¬
graduate educational reguirements of social work training
are more likely to classify social work as a. profession
than lawyers without such knowledge.
(4) Lawyers who believe that social work services
would benefit their clients are less likely than those who
do not, to believe that social workers are intruding into
areas traditionally reserved for lawyers.
(5) Lawyers who consider social work as a pro¬
fession are more likely to accept social workers as experts
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witnesses in court than are lawyers who do not consider
social work as a profession.
Methods and Procedures of
Testing the Hypotheses
(1) The Sample: The writer made use of twenty-
four selected questionnaires administered in the Detroit,
Michigan area to members of the Michigan Bar Association.
In order to collect a multiplicity of reactions, the
questionnaires were circulated among assistant prosecutors,
judges. Neighborhood Legal Aid attorneys, probation officers.
Juvenile Court referees, practicing attorneys and a law
school dean. The respondents, however, remained anonymous,
thus, enhancing the validity of their reactions regarding
the social work profession.
(2) The Questionnaire: Several reasons dictated
the writer's use of the particular questionnaire. First,
the questionnaire served to furnish the writer with a
uniform procedure for obtaining responses. Second, it was
a time-saving device which recognized the premium lawyers
place on their time for such matters. Third, interviewing
would have posed an equal burden on the writer because of
the time element.
A copy of the questionnaire which was used in this
study appears in the appendix for reference. The
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questionnaire was initially constructed to include questions
for which the answers would provide data necessary for the
testing of the hypotheses. The questionnaire appended to
this thesis also includes items that relate to hypotheses
not mentioned above. For a number of considerations, and
particularly that of time, the number of study hypotheses
tested and analyzed in this thesis is limited to five.
Only those questionnaire items are used which relate di¬
rectly to the five hypotheses formulated above.
CHAPTER II
PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS
This section of the thesis presents findings of
the study by projecting tests of each hypothesis and pre¬
senting interpretations of the results.
Hypothesis 1. Lawyers with firsthand knowledge
of social work are more likely to classify social work
as a profession and social workers as professionals than
are lawyers that are without such firsthand knowledge.
The findings that relate to this hypothesis are
presented in Tables 1, 2 and 3. The data in Table 1 sup¬
port the hypothesis one hundred per cent. Of the 24
lawyers studied, 20 or 80 per cent of them asserted having
firsthand knowledge about social workers. By firsthand is
meant knowledge acquired as a result of social work train¬
ing, or from contact with social workers, or from friends
who are social workers. Interestingly enough, 20 or 83 per
cent of the cooperating lawyers with firsthand knowledge
defined social workers as having professional status. The
remaining 17 per cent or 4 lawyers who had no direct con¬
tact with social workers indicated that most social workers
were either "do-gooders," untrained persons or welfare
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office employees. For the purposes of this study these
three classifications were categorized under the heading
as "do-gooders." Those lawyers who were less knowledgeable
about social workers were the very ones who ranked them
low on the professional scale of values.
TABLE 1
LAWYERS' KNOWLEDGE ABOUT SOCIAL WORKERS AND THEIR
DEFINITIONS OF SOCIAL WORK
Firsthand Knowledge
Definition Yes NO Total
No. Per No.. Per No. Per
Cent Cent Cent
Professional 20 100 0 0 20 83
"Do-Gooder" 0 0 4 100 4 17
Total 20 100 4 100 24 100
A second test was provided by the findings in
Table 2 which cross-classified lawyers' firsthand knowledge
about-social workers (explained in previous table analysis)
with how they, the lawyers, classified social workers, i.e.,
as either professionals or non-professionals. The results
obtained support the first hypothesis. Thirteen lawyers
or 65 per cent of those who had firsthand knowledge about
16
social workers classified social workers as professional.
Only one lawyer out of four without firsthand knowledge
classified social workers as professional. It seems that
there is no logical reason for this deviation especially
since the remaining 3 lawyers who had no firsthand knowledge
of social work labeled social workers as non-professional.
Equally interesting is the matter of the 7 lawyers who had
firsthand knowledge of social work but yet categorized social
workers as non-professionals. This may support the fact that
more often than not, one's view of a profession is determined
more by traditional information than by actual contact with
the profession.
TABLE 2
PAST CONTACT OF LAWYERS WITH SOCIAL WORKERS AND













Professional 13 65 1 25 14 58
Non-
Professional 7 35 3 75 10 42
Total 20 100 4 100 24 100
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The findings presented in Table 3 also support the
hypothesis. Cross-classification in Table 3 reveals the
lav^yers' ability to distinguish between professional and
non-professional social workers with whether or not law¬
yers had any past contact with social workers. Briefly,
16 or 80 per cent of these lawyers with past contact with
social workers distinguish between professionally trained
social workers and those not professionally trained. Four
or 20 per cent of those with past contact, were unable to
make the distinction. Two of the 4 lawyers who had no
contact with social workers distinguished between pro¬
fessionally and non-professionally trained social workers
whereas the other two did not do so. Obviously, a clearer
idea relative to the definition of professional and non¬
professional as interpreted by the respondents would assist
the writer in a more detailed explanation of this table.
Perhaps some of the reactions placed in the comment area
that were given by the attorneys responding to the question
"Do you feel that you can distinguish between a profes¬
sionally-trained social worker and one who is not?" in
the cross-classification will further elucidate this
table. One respondent answered yes because he thought
social workers are more proficient and attuned to problems
relating to individuals, society and government. Others
18
responded: (1) yes, the professional is more objective
and rational in his approach, less emotional and often
does not appear to be a "do-gooder;" (2) yes, pro¬
fessionally-trained social workers display superior skills
in practice and conceptualization which is reflected by
their self-confidence, realistic assessments, and goal-
directed therapeutic approach; (3) yes, the professional
looks upon his cases in a more technical manner and with
greater detachment; (4) yes, because of knowledge of re¬
sources available and lack of extreme personal involve¬
ment with clients; (5) yes, the professional can be dis¬
tinguished through discussion and conversation, etc.; and
(6) yes, sometime by their use of certain terms and ex¬
pressions. These answers reveal some of the factors which
influence lawyers in determining if a social worker is
professional or non-professional, at least in this sample.
TABLE 3
LAWYERS' ABILITY TO DISTINGUISH BETWEEN PROFESSIONAL
AND NON-PROFESSIONAL SOCIAL WORKERS ACCORDING TO
PAST CONTACT WITH THEM
Yes No Total
Distinguish No. Per No. Per No. Per
Cent Cent Cent
Yes 16 80 2 50 18 75
No 4 20 2 50 6 24
Total 20 100 4 100 24 100
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Hypothesis 2. Lawyers who consider social work a
profession are more likely to perceive of the social worker
as effectual than are lawyers who do not consider social
work _a profession.
The findings that relate to this hypothesis are
summarized and presented in Tables 4, 5, 6 and 7. One
test of the hypothesis inyolyed cross-classifying how
lawyers viewed the status of social workers, i.e., as
professional or non-professional, with how they, the law¬
yers, perceived social workers in working situations,
i.e., as knowing what they were doing (competent) oras
well-meaning but stumbling or not knowing what they v/ere
doing (not competent). The results obtained strongly
support hypothesis 2 as stated above. Of the total sample
of 24 lawyers, less than half 11 or 46 per cent viewed
the social worker as competent. But when these findings
are classified according to the lawyers' classification
of social work as either a profession or not a profession,
a marked and significant difference is noted. Of the 14
lawyers who accorded professional status to social work,
there were 10, or 71 per cent, who perceived of social
workers as being competent in the performance of their
work, and only 4 or 29 per cent, who did not judge social
workers as being competent. These results are markedly
20
different from the 10 lawyers who did not consider social
work a profession. Among the latter, only one judged
social workers as competent, whereas 9 or 90 per cent of
the respondents in this category perceived of the social
worker as not being competent. To summarize these find¬
ings, 71 per cent of the lawyers who considered social
work as a profession considered social workers as competent,
whereas 90 per cent of the lawyers classifying social work
as non-professional did not think of social workers as
competent in the performance of their roles. The proper
inference, it would seem, is that the lawyers' classifi¬
cation of social workers' professional status is signifi¬
cantly related to his perception of the individual social
worker's competence. More specifically, it is probable
that once the lawyer views social work as a profession, he
more likely than not also will acquire the view that social
workers, in general, are competent in the performance of
roles. On the other hand, when the lawyer formulates the
opinion that social workers, in general, are competent, he
simply may make the assumption that social work is a pro¬
fession. The data from this study merely indicate that
this particular chicken-or-egg mystery must remain un¬




LAWYERS AND THEIR PERCEPTION OF THE PROFESSIONAL
STATUS AND COMPETENCE OP SOCIAL WORKERS
Compet










Yes 10 71 1 10 11 46
No 4 29 9 90 13 54
Total 14 100 10 100 24 100
The data in Table 5 support hypothesis 3 by in-
dicating how the majority of lawyers, who were aware of
the post-graduate year requirement for a degree in social
work, categorized the social workers with whom they had
had contact as professionals. More specifically. Table
5 indicates that of the 14 who listed social workers as
professional, 1 or 7 per cent thought 4 years was the post¬
graduate requirement; 9 or 64 per cent listed 2 years,
and 4 or 29 per cent listed 1 to 0 years as the require¬
ment. Of the 10 lawyers who designated social workers as
non-professional, 7 or 70 per cent believed 2 years to be
the post-graduate time required for a Master's degree.
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TABLE 5
LAWYERS' CLASSIFICATION OP SOCIAL WORKERS









No. Per No. Per No. Per
Cent Cent Cent
4 years 1 7 2 20 3 12
2 years 9 64 7 70 16 67
1 to 0 years 4 29 1 10 5 21
Total 14 100 10 100 24 100
Two or 20 per cent felt 4 years was the requirement. and
1 or 10 per cent checked 1 to 0 years as the requirement.
It is probable that some respondents misunderstood the
question and therefore answered inappropriately. For
example, the writer asked: "... What is the appropriate
post-graduate requirement for a degree in social work?"
Some respondents might have thought "degree in social work"
to mean an undergraduate degree and not a Master's degree.
For future studies, this question, if used should be stated
more clearly.
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Table 6 cross-classifies how lawyers viewed the
status of social workers, i.e., as either professional or
non-professional, with how they, the lawyers, perceived
the social workers' educational achievement level, i.e.,
as either post-graduate, college graduate, or non-graduate.
TABLE 6
EDUCATIONAL REQUIREMENTS OF SOCIAL WORK TRAINING AS
PERCEIVED BY LAWYERS WHO CONSIDER SOCIAL WORKERS
AS PROFESSIONALS OR NON-PROFESSIONALS
Educational











graduate 4 29 3 30 7 29
College
graduate 10 71 6 60 16 67
Non-College
graduate 0 0 1 10 1 4
Total 14 100 10 100 24 100
The findings presented in Table 6 show that among the 14
lawyers who classified social workers as professionals, 4
or 29 per cent believed that social workers underwent
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post-graduate training. A majority, some 71 per cent of
the total who designated social workers as professionals
thought of social workers as only college graduates. Again,
the question arises in the writer's mind regarding the way
the respondents defined professional. It appears that the
attorneys do not associate a professional degree with being
professional. Of the 10 lawyers who felt that the status
of social workers was non-professional, 6 or 60 per cent
viewed social workers as having only an undergraduate
degree while 3 or 30 per cent believed they held a post¬
graduate degree. One thought that social workers did not
complete college. Even though only 7 of the 24 lawyers
saw social workers as holding graduate degrees, it is
somewhat comforting to learn that lawyers at least see
social workers as undergraduate degree holders.
Table 7, page 25, also is a revealing one. It
indicates that the characterization of social workers as
either professional or non-professional was colored by
whether or not lawyers regarded them as capable of being
expert witnesses in court. First, it is necessary to state
that because of widely varying responses to this question
which were not in the designated categories a sixth area
of response was added. This stated that another reason
why social workers were not used as expert witnesses was
25
that the courts themselves were not ready to accept
social workers as expert witnesses.
TABLE 7
LAWYERS' PERCEPTION OF SOCIAL WORKERS' PROFESSIONAL
STATUS AND REASONS WHY LAWYERS DO NOT SEE SOCIAL
















profession 2 14 3 30 5 21
Lack of con¬
sistency and
productivity 5 36 5 50 10 42
Too involved
with
clients 2 14 2 8
Don't know
what's
going on 1 7 1 4
Cannot make
con¬
tribution 2 20 2 8
Courts not
ready 4 29 4 17
Totals 14 100 10 100 24 100
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Of the 14 lawyers who classified social workers
as professionals, five of them, or 36 per cent, said the
reason social workers were not used as expert witnesses
in court was because their testimony would lack con¬
sistency and, in that sense, be unpredictable. Four
others among the 14 responded that the courts themselves
were not yet ready to accept social workers in the role of
expert witnesses. Another two lawyers gave as their reason
professional status of social work, which was somewhat
surprising, for these same two had earlier classified
social workers as being, in their judgment, professionals.
Perhaps, though, it should not be all that surprising in¬
asmuch as such responses are to be expected as part of
professional social work's present struggle to project an
image of professionalism and reexamine the image that in¬
dividuals who are professional social workers are today
presenting to the public. In view of support reported in
this paper earlier for Hypothesis 2, it may well be that
efforts of social workers to present an image of pro¬
fessionalism are meeting with some success.
Hypothesis 3. Lawyers knowledgeable about the
post-graduate educational reguirements of social work
training are more likely to classify social work as a
non-
profession than lawyers without such knowledge.
27
The findings relevant to this hypothesis are
summarized and presented in Table 5, page 22. Of the 24
lawyers studied, 16 or 67 per cent of them expressed the
opinion that two years of post-graduate training were
required for a Master's degree in social work. Signifi¬
cantly, 9 or 64 per cent of these 16 associated pro¬
fessionalism with graduate school training. Hypothesis
3, then, was supported by the findings. As mentioned
earlier, it is possible that some respondents misunderstood
the question, namely, "viiat as the appropriate post-graduate
requirement for a degree in social work?" The investigator
is of the belief that even more responses would have fallen
into the "two-year" category had the question been worded
with greater clarity.
Hypothesis 4. Lawyers who believe that social work
services would benefit their clients are 1 ess likely, than
those who do not, perceive social workers as intruding
into areas traditionally reserved for lawyers.
The findings used in testing this hypothesis were
provided by the responses to the question, "Do social
workers intrude in areas traditionally reserved for lawyers?"
These findings, categorized according to whether or not
social workers are considered to be professionals, are
summarized and presented in Table 8.
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TABLE 8
LAVJYERS' PERCEPTION OF SOCIAL WORK STATUS













Yes 8 57 6 60 14 58
No 6 43 4 40 10 42
Total 14 100 10 100 24 100
A majority of the respondents expressed belief
that social workers are intruding into areas that by
tradition are the preserves solely of lawyers. Such was
indicated by 14 lawyers, or 58 per cent of the total.
Similar percentage distributions are observed for the
categories classifying lawyers according to whether social
workers are considered professionals. Sixty per cent of
the lawyers who do not believe that social workers are
professionals do perceive social workers as intruding;
40 per cent do not. Likewise, 57 per cent of the lawyers
who consider social workers to be professionals also see
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social workers as intruding, and 47 per cent do not. The
findings in Table 8 show, then, that the majority of law¬
yers, regardless of whether they consider social workers
to be professionals, believe that areas traditionally re¬
served solely for attorneys are being intruded into by
social workers. The findings shown in Table 8 do not sup¬
port the hypothesis.
Findings somewhat different from those in Table 8
are presented in Table 9, which cross-classifies whether
social workers are seen as intruding with the extent to
which lawyers think their clients would benefit from social
work services. Again, it is observed that 58 per cent of
all the lawyers perceived his traditionally defined role
as being encroached upon by social workers. However, en¬
croachment is perceived by 67 per cent of the lawyers who
believe their clients would occasionally benefit from
social work services, in contrast to only 53 per cent of
the lawyers who believe their clients would benefit often
from social work services. The differences between the
two categories are not great, but the distribution of re¬
sponses is in the direction predicted and, at least to
that extent, suggest support for the hypothesis.
Something from which social workers can take en¬
couragement is the number of lawyers who believe that their
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clients could benefit often from social work services.
Of the total number of lawyers studied, there are 15, or
about 63 per cent, who think their clients would benefit
often. Only 9, or about 27 per cent of the total, think
their clients would benefit only occasionally from social
work services.
TABLE 9
THE LAWYERS' PERCEPTION: SOCIAL WORK'S PROFESSIONAL















Yes 8 53 6 67 14 58
No 7 47 3 33 10 42
Total 15 100 9 100 24 100
Furthermore, Table 10 reveals areas in which law¬
yers felt social workers were, in fact, intruding. As
this table is examined, two things should be kept in mind?
some lawyers who answered no to the question, ''Do social
workers intrude in areas traditionally reserved for lawyers?"
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considered it necessary to check one or more of the items
for the following question: "In which of the following
areas do you feel social workers have interferred with
the legal profession?" The writer chose to use intruded
and interferred interchangeably and this may account for
the contradiction between some of the responses. Then,
too, under the latter question stated above, the attorneys
could have checked one or more items to indicate where
interference occurred. This explains why the total re¬
sponses exceeds 24. Further, a more lengthy investigation
would, no doubt, indicate a clearer picture relative to
social work intrusion in the law profession. One at¬
torney, when asked to comment on his "no" answer to the
question: "Do social workers intrude in areas traditionally
reserved for lawyers?" stated, "There is room for all, and
a need that can never be fulfilled using all facilities
and qualified resources." The writer infers from this
comment that perhaps this question on intrusion may have
served to further divide rather than to unite these two
professions. True enough, the majority of lawyers believed
social workers did intrude into areas traditionally reserved
for attorneys, but this feeling may have resulted from a




LAWYERS' PERCEPTION OF WHETHER SOCIAL WORKERS INTRUDE
INTO AREAS TRADITIONALLY RESERVED FOR THE LAW
AND THE AREAS WHERE INTRUSION IS PERCEIVED
Social Workers
Interfere













lationship 9 22 1 33 10 25
Keeping client
away from
advice 6 14 6 13
Challenging
lawyers'
fees 7 19 7 15
Interfering
with advice
to client 8 19 1 33 9 20
Total 41 100 3 100 44 100
Hypothesis 5. Lawyers who consider social work
as a profession are more likely to foresee social workers
as expert witnesses in the court than are lawyers who do
not consider social work as _a profession.
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The findings in Table 1, page 25, support this
final hypothesis in that 5 or 36 per cent of the 14 law¬
yers who saw the social workers as professional gave as
their reason, for why social workers are not used as ex¬
pert witnesses in the court, lack of consistency and pre¬
dictability. This is interpreted by the investigator to
mean that social woikers are, at some future time, likely
to be used as expert witnesses. Four or 29 per cent of
the 14 lawyers stated that the courts were not ready to
use social workers as expert witnesses. This is interpreted
to mean that these four lawyers think that social workers
should now be used as expert witnesses in the courts. It
goes without saying that once a group is labeled pro¬
fessional by society, many channels open to them in terms
of mobility relative to the use of their skills and knowledge.
Obviously, the courts have not recognized the potential




The society in which we live is a large and com¬
plex one. This society continues not only to increase in
size, but also to become more complex. It is not sur¬
prising, then, that at this time we also observe a pro¬
gressive increase both in the numbers of people confronted
by problems and in the numbers of problems that confront
people.
People with problems, be they personal or social,
interpersonal or intrapersonal, tend to acquire or experience
a need for help because of them. To help people meet these
needs a number of professions have evolved and become in¬
stitutionalized. The members of these professions seek to
help people with problems to find solutions for problems or,
short of that, to live comfortably with them.
Today, we observe a growing tendency for these pro¬
fessions to work together, in helping people to mitigate
against and to find solutions for the problems that afflict
them.
These professions, however, evolve at different
points in history; they are characterized by different
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stages of evolutionary attainment; they are characterized
by different traditions, and they are characterized by
different degrees of public recognition and acceptance.
It should not be surprising, then, to observe dif¬
ferences among these professions in the outlook that they
have toward each other. And as they begin, as they are now
doing, to join in cooperative efforts, it should not be sur¬
prising to observe the process of "coming together" charac¬
terized, at times, by awkardness, caution, hesitance,
jealousy, and the like.
Two such professions for which this holds true are
those of law and of social work. The one is old and long
recognized and accepted in our society; the other is new
and, with society as well as the law, on trial in its quest
for societal recognition and acceptance. The members in each
profession have their own roles to perform, with some of the
roles in each more clearly defined than others. The con¬
cern here, however, is with the role definitions between
the professions. How, for example, do the members of the
two professions see each other's roles? The purpose of
this thesis is to answer this question, at least in part.
More specifically, this is an exploratory study of lawyers
and their perceptions of some selected aspects of both
social work as a profession and the role of the social
worker within that profession.
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The subjects for this study were 24 lawyers, all
of them members of the Michigan Bar Association, who, at
the time they were interviewed, held various professional
positions in the City of Detroit.
After first surveying the literature, the investi¬
gator formulated her final problem statement and, in addition,
the five hypotheses related to the problem, that was dis¬
cussed in this thesis. Because of limitations of time,
it was necessary to collect data by means of a questionnaire,
which was constructed on the basis of the hypotheses. The
hypotheses, in turn, were tested by means of the data ob¬
tained from the administration of the questionnaire. Once
obtained, the data were categorized and arranged in tabular
form. The ten tables included in this thesis summarize
and present all of the study findings pertinent to the
five hypotheses on which the thesis focuses.
Findings
The study findings all relate to the five hypotheses
discussed in Chapter II.
Discussed first was the hypothesis that lawyers
with firsthand knowledge of social work are more likely
to classify social work as a profession and social workers
as professionals than are lawyers without such firsthand
knowledge. The hypothesis was subjected to three different
tests, with the data relevant to them presented in Tables
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1, 2t and 3. In each instance^ the findings supported
the hypothesis.
The second hypothesis was that lawyers who consider
social work a profession are more likely to perceive of
the social worker as effectual than are lawyers who do
not consider social work a profession. This hypothesis,
too, received considerable support from the study findings,
which are presented in Tables 4, 5, 6, and 7.
The third hypothesis was that lawyers knowledgeable
about the post-graduate educational requirements of social
work training are more likely to classify social work as
a profession than lawyers without such knowledge. The hy¬
pothesis was supported by the findings.
The fourth hypothesis stated that lawyers who be¬
lieve that social work services would benefit their clients
are less likely, than those who do not, to believe that
social workers are intruding into areas traditionally re¬
served for lawyers. The findings presented in Tables 8
and 9 were used to test the hypothesis. The findings in
Table 8 failed to support the hypothesis, while those in
Table 9 were only suggestive of some support for the
hypothesis.
Finally, the last hypothesis tested was that lawyers
who consider social work as a profession are more likely
to foresee the use of social workers as expert court
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witnesses than are lawyers who do not consider social work
to be a profession. The hypothesis was supported by the
findings.
Recommendations
The recommendations listed below which are based
on the findings of this study may be helpful and beneficial
to further study on this subject.
1. Subsequent research of this nature should
include a larger sample.
2. The questions included in the questionnaire
should be stated with greater clarity^ thus
minimizing the possibility of misinterpretation.
3. Subsequent research should explore the other
side of the coin — how social workers view
the law profession and the role of the
lawyer.
4. This study should be broadened to include
the testing of additional hypotheses.
5. If time permits/ an interview schedule
could be used in place of or in addition
to the questionnaire. Personal interviews
with attorneys would permit the collection





PERSONAL INFORMATION DATA SHEET
Date:
1. Present job position
give full title
Degree (s):
Area of specialization, if any2.What is the nature of your practice?
Private
Firm







5. Are you a member of any professional organizations?
Yes No
40
416.If answer to above question is yes, please list:7.Naine(s) of institution (s) from which you earned your
professional degree(s):8.If married, please state your wife's/husband's





NOTE; Please answer as completely as possible by
checking appropriate line.
1. Do you feel you have any firsthand knowledge about
social workers or the social work field?
YeS/ because I have social work training.
Yes, because I work with or have contact with
social workers
Yes, because some of my friends are social
workers
No, because I have had no direct exposure to
them
No, because I never came in contact with them
2. What is your definition of a social worker?
a person who, through professional techniques,
assists others with their problems.





an untrained individual paid to do a job,
someone working in the welfare office.
3. Would you classify the majority of social workers
with whom you have had contact as,
professionals
non-professionals
4. In your contact with social workers, do you feel that
you can distinguish between a professionally trained
social worker and one who is not?
Yes No
Explain:
5. In your dealings with social workers, do you feel
that they,
^know what they are doing.
are well-meaning but stumbling.
^do not know what they are doing.
6. To your knowledge, what is the appropriate post¬
graduate (college) requirement for a degree in
social work?
4 years 2 years 1 year 0 years
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7. Mien dealing with social workers, do you assume
that they are,
post graduate degree holders.
college graduates.
non-college workers.
8. There is a basic difference in the relationship







In matters of divorce, should the lawyer counsel his




Briefly explain your answer
9
4510.What is your thinking on why social workers are not
used as expert witnesses in the court?
social work is not a profession.
lack of consistency and predictibility of
social workers
social workers become too involved with the
client
they don't know what is going on
cannot see what contributions they could make




12. Legal Aid Clinics are beneficial
sometimes
never
only for the poor
13. Would you work with a social worker if you were in a
Family/Juvenile Court setting or Urban Law Center?
have no objection.
if I had to.
wouldn't especially like it.
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14. Have you ever had a client who, in your opinion,
could have benefitted from the services of a social
worker?
often occasionally never
15. Are there areas traditionally reserved for the
attorney in which you feel social workers are
intruding? Yes No
Explain:16.In which of the following areas do you feel social
workers have interfered with the legal profession?
(check one or more).
giving legal advice
interferring with lawyer/client relationship
keeping clients away from legal counsel
challenging lawyers' fees
interferring with legal advice given by lawyer
other — please state17.Please use space below for any additional comments
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